The Chinese bourgeoisie reconsidered : business structure, political status and the emergence of social class by Faure, David 1947-
David Faure
History Department
The Asian Business History Occasional Paper Series:
No. 1 Tim Wright, “Overcoming Risk: A Chinese Mining Company 
During the Nanjing Decade”
No. 2 
No. 3 
Ho Hon-wai, “Gambling Operations in Late Qing Guangdong” 
David Faure, “The Chinese Bourgeoisie Reconsidered: business 
structure, political status and the emergence of social class”
Asian Business History Monograph Series:
No. 1 Professor Han-sheng Chuan (trans. Erik Winberg), “China and
the World System: Silver and Maritime Trade”
No. 2 Kwan Man Bun, “Cronyism and the paradigm of success: The 
Jiuda-Yongli Conglomerate in Business, 1914-1937”
PREFACE
The Asian Business History Centre was established in 1996 in recognition o f scholarly 
growing interest in the business traditions o f Asia. Its primary aim is to strengthen links 
with international research centres as well as with the business community in both Australia 
and Asia. Lecture series and conferences sponsored by the Centre provide a forum for our 
staff, students and international affiliates. The Centre supports an Occasional Paper series 
on Asian Business History and the Asian Business History Monograph series. Both series 
will be o f particular relevance to the business and academic communities involved in or 
looking to expand their activities in Asia.
The Asian Business History Occasional Paper Series was established in 1998 to publish 
some o f the papers presented at The University o f Queensland Public Lecture Series on 
Asian Business History. A full list o f lectures delivered follows this paper.
Occasional papers in Asian Business History are published for the purpose o f academic 
discussion. Papers should be regarded as preliminary work in progress. Suggestions and 
comments should be addressed directly to the author.
Chi Kong Lai 
Editor and Director 
Asian Business History Centre 
The University of Queensland
The Chiuese Bourgeoisie Reconsidered: business structure, 
political status and the emergence of social class
David Faure
University o f  Oxford
Not so long ago, China historians used to ask if the Opium War and the treaty ports that 
resulted from it, “opened” China. It was said then, by some, that modem Chinese history 
might be written in terms o f this Western impact and its response. In answer, it has been 
pointed out by others, notably Rhodes Murphey, that whatever impact the treaty ports 
might have had, it has to be remembered that China was a huge country and that such 
impact would have been limited.1 Modem Chinese History has moved on and that debate 
is now old hat. However, like old soldiers theories don’t die. The treaty-port 
impact-and-response argument has lingered on in various forms. One o f these suggests that 
Shanghai might have been the breeding ground for a Chinese bourgeoisie.2
Recent interest in Shanghai has had the merit o f focussing attention on some very 
lively changes that were taking place from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century. 
However, just as it took a great leap to argue from changes in the treaty ports for an impact 
on Chinese society, we have to somersault quite a few times to characterise the Shanghai 
financier as the Chinese bourgeoisie. The sharp historical change that is suggested by any 
reference to the supposed “emergence” of an aspect o f Chinese society runs into the 
division o f Chinese history into a pre-modem period that ends with the Opium War and a 
modem period that proceeds from it. I have never thought that the compartmentalisation 
o f Chinese history has greatly facilitated discourse between the Ming and Qing historian 
and his post-Opium War counterpart. In this paper, by questioning if  a Chinese bourgeoisie 
did come into being in Shanghai, I have very much in mind the need to broaden our 
understanding o f “modem” China by building up a discourse with its past.
Shanghai
When one thinks of modem China, one thinks o f Shanghai. Shanghai was —  and is —  the 
gateway o f the Yangzi. Shanghai was China’s foremost business and industrial centre. 
Shanghai was where people o f different cultures met: consuls, businessmen, missionaries, 
Mandarins, native bankers, compradors, vagabonds, Green Gangs, White Russians and all. 
Shanghai was a treaty port, where money was invested and more money was made. 
Shanghai was bourgeois paradise, and so one might think, this was where one should find 
the Chinese bourgeoisie.3
To jump from this lively scene in Shanghai to arguing that there was now the 
emergence of a Chinese bourgeoisie, there is just one flaw. A century before Shanghai was 
“opened” as a treaty port, in the days when it was a shanty town servicing the coastal traffic 
that brought in beans and beancakes from the North-east, China had had cities that would 
have compared favourably with late nineteenth and early twentieth century Shanghai. 
Suzhou had, for three centuries, been China's commercial city par excellence. The wealth 
o f Suzhou was legendary. Suzhou was a large rice market in its own right, but it was also 
an industrial centre, well-known in particular for its silk. Suzhou was known also for its 
consumption culture: the Sunchunyang department store was organised into six
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departments in the fashion o f the Qing imperial government. But Suzhou did not stand 
alone in the lower Yangzi: nearby were Nanjing, Yangzhou, Hangzhou, Songjiang, and 
then the many towns, Nanxun, Wuqing and so on. Suzhou lost its importance from just 
about the time that Shanghai began as a treaty port. It was occupied by the Taiping rebels 
in the 1850s and the subsequent displacement o f transport on the Grand Canal by the 
steamer going on the China coast, meant that it was never to recover its former importance. 
The geographic shift towards the coast meant that Shanghai was to replace Suzhou as the 
commercial heart o f China.4
If  Suzhou was the city of the river junk, Shanghai was the city o f the steamer. With 
the steamer came industry, the Western banks, newspapers, English and the many other 
trappings o f the post-industrial Revolution West. As one should expect, it took time for 
the population o f Shanghai to expand, and it also took time for some of this population to 
take to financing the new trade and industry and adopt a style that was to mark Shanghai 
apart from the rest o f China. We may even have to ask if  it matters when the population 
o f Shanghai began to see itself as Shanghainese. In general, we can probably say of 
Shanghai that trade came before industry, and industry before the Shanghainese identity. 
Trade came with the opening o f the port, but little more than a servicing industry came 
about until the Sino-Japanese War o f 1895 when Zhili Governor-General Li Hongzhang 
was removed from power and cotton spinning and weaving could take off in China. The 
reason for the connection o f the two events is a curious one; the Governor-General had 
been awarded a ten-year monopoly for cotton spinning but did not really try very hard to 
exercise his right. The result o f the monopoly, therefore, was that Li Hongzhang did not 
run any spinning mill in China, but then no-one else could either.5 The emergence of 
factories from 1895, nevertheless, was spectacular. Between 1897 and 1919, the number 
o f spindles in Chinese-owned cotton mills increased from 230,000 to 660,000. For 
comparison, the total number o f spindles in all o f China reached 3.5 million in 1927, of 
which 1.5 million were foreign-owned.6
It would be only too easy to argue that the people who invested in this new trade 
and industry were people o f a particular sort, that is, bourgeois rather than traditional 
merchant or scholar-official. Most were not. To see why this was so, we have to 
understand how modem industry developed in China. Up to 1895, the government was 
closely involved in the way modem industry came about in China; private enterprise 
emerged out o f this, largely from a process o f privatisation whereby government 
establishments went into the hands of whoever it was that was running them. Along with 
government enterprise and its privatisation, was the evolution o f the family firm, which 
operated with all the trappings o f the traditional Chinese family, such as the authoritarian 
father figure, the reliance on lineage holdings, nepotism and kinship networks. Why should 
one think that these businessmen were any different from businessmen in the Ming or 
earlier years as in the Qing?
But they were, and one answer comes from the operation o f the slowly evolving 
finance market. The world o f stocks and shares had some basis in traditional Chinese 
business, but the change that was introduced by the government-backed China Merchants’ 
Steam Navigation Co. is obvious. The company was founded by Governor-General Li 
Hongzhang and was, for a long time, managed by Sheng Xuanhuai. By training, Sheng 
Xuanhuai was a scholar-official, someone who studied the classics and passed the imperial 
examination like other officials o f the late nineteenth century. By temperament, much as 
we might say that Sheng Xuanhuai must have been guided strongly by the profit motive, 
it is debatable if  in this respect he was necessarily different from his fellow officials.7 The 
Qing government’s financial allocation in the nineteenth century was based on an
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antiquarian practice that had developed from the eighteenth century As it made no 
arrangement for financial changes, officials sought their own means to finance their 
administrative duties. The dubious legality o f such means gave rise now and then to 
charges o f corruption, but that does not alter the fact that Qing dynasty magistrates were 
quite used to buying and selling the rice in the granaries, or better still, converting their rice 
holdings into money and investing that with the pawnshops. By the 1900s, the Shanghai 
Circuit Intendant invested his fiscal reserves in rubber shares, the collapse o f which brought 
his government to financial bankruptcy.8
Sheng Xuanhuai’s duplicity is well worth studying as a key into modem China’s 
business elite, and we owe it to Professor Feuerwerker to have first pointed that out to us. 
Sheng spanned the two worlds o f Chinese business that was emerging in the Shanghai of 
the last two decades o f the nineteenth century, not unlike many members of the business 
elite one might meet in China today. But he was also China’s most successful company 
promoter. He leamt early to deal with stocks and shares: Li Hongzhang’s failure in cotton 
spinning notwithstanding, Sheng Xuanhuai=s subordinate, Jing Yuanshan was the first 
Chinese company promoter to sell shares through the newspaper, and he did that as the 
mood for investing in stocks and shares was changing. In the 1870s, wealthy Chinese 
people did not want to buy shares, but, because Western businesses in China were given 
protection by treaty which Chinese businesses did not receive in law, they were not adverse 
to investing in businesses owned by foreigners, or even to conducting their businesses 
under the guise o f a foreign operation. The speculative mood came about in the early 
1880s, and it does not look as if it was greatly dampened by the collapse o f the real estate 
market at the time o f the Sino-French War in 1883.1 think it is still a mystery how open 
the buying and selling o f shares was through the 1880s and perhaps the 1890s. Private 
connection certainly mattered in the 1870s: one invested less in the company than in the 
middleman who collected the share subscription; but perhaps by the 1880s, the excellent 
track record o f the China Merchants’ Steam Navigation Company would have persuaded 
many people that its shares were well worth buying.9
It is implicit in the dealings o f China Merchants that the Shanghai businessman did 
not trade in an open market but in one that was closely tied up with patronage networks. 
I f  administrative influence may be described along a linear scale, the backing of a 
Governor-General in a state-recognised enterprise is probably as much administrative 
influence as any Chinese business could muster in the late nineteenth century. At the other 
end o f the scale, we may think of the independent businessman. Independence in business, 
however, is surely only, in a manner o f speaking, a person working through his networks 
of family members and relatives, and how many of these could have accumulated a fortune 
without at least some official tolerance provided often because the palms had been greased? 
Not only did the Western merchant find the connections of the Chinese businessmen 
impenetrable, but even the Chinese merchants themselves, teaming up primarily with 
fellow merchants from their own provinces, realise that the social world was divided by 
dialect, origin, status as well as wealth.
I know of no systematic analysis o f the businessmen of Shanghai. Our impressions 
tell us that there were various sorts, and many have been summarised by Professor 
Bergère.10 There were the compradors for the Western companies, the returned overseas 
Chinese with perhaps also a Hong Kong connection, the local Shanghai industrialist who 
made his way from a little workshop into a reputable factory, and the Qing dynasty official- 
tumed-merchant, very much in the style o f Sheng Xuanhuai but operating on a smaller 
scale. We tend to know more, in an anecdotal fashion, about such owners o f Shanghainese 
business establishments than about their employees. As one would expect, some o f these,
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comprador or otherwise, studied for the official examination, and others, especially the 
machine workshop owners, came from humble origins. The first generation o f successful 
Shanghainese businessmen, understandably, had come from rather traditional backgrounds, 
and it would have to be the second generation that would have been influenced by whatever 
trend that might indicate a path to a successful career. The Tang brothers, Hong Kong 
educated but who became successful working for government sponsored enterprises in 
Shanghai were exceptions, and the case o f Nie Yuntai would be closer to the second- 
generation success. Nie Yuntai, the son o f one Shanghai daotai, Nie Jigui, a Li Hongzhang 
man, was educated early to be English-speaking. His wife, Zeng Jifen, daughter of 
deceased Governor-General Zeng Guofan, who once wielded more power than Li 
Hongzhang, proved her modem outlook by compiling books towards the end of the Qing 
dynasty on updating the domestic responsibility o f married women.11
One also looks in vain for a very new style o f management in Shanghai. I don’t 
think any o f the studies of businesses in Shanghai from the late Qing up to the 1930s 
demonstrated very much an inclination towards separating ownership from management, 
or to openness in accounting, or, even when share capital was raised, to very much of a 
willingness to submit to an audit. Entrepreneurs the world over, in the Ming as in the late 
Qing or the Republic, looked for opportunities and took risks, and the Shanghai investors 
chose to take considerable risks in industrial development and benefited, from among other 
things, the remittance business and real estate. One hesitates to see a separation in kind 
between the mentality o f this lot with the merchants o f the Ming and the Qing and 
Professor William Kirby is no doubt right in warning us that even when a fundamental shift 
may be said to have come along, in the promulgation o f the Company Law in 1904 we 
would be wrong to think that Chinese businessmen rushed headlong into registering their 
businesses as companies.12 Yet, despite all that, a bourgeoisie certainly did come into shape 
in Shanghai. The decisive evidence, I believe, comes from Professor Xiong Yuezhi, who 
noted that the first appearance o f the Shanghai identity came in the demonstration of the 
Shanghai merchants in 1900 under the title “the gentry merchants o f Shanghai”.13 Mary 
Rankin might have dated the occurrence o f a common outlook somewhat earlier, and for 
my purpose, I am quite prepared to accept that between 1880 and 1900 some conscious 
formulation had come into existence o f a Shanghainese business interest.14
We should look back at Suzhou. Is it possible that the Suzhou merchants in the 
eighteenth century would not have realized they were the gentry merchants o f Suzhou? 
Surely, they referred to themselves as gentry, but I know o f no document in which they 
might present themselves as gentry and merchants.15 In the case o f Foshan, near 
Guangzhou, the city gentry even made clear that despite their economic success, they 
wanted the town to be known, not for its business, but for its relatively colourless literati 
achievements.16 In claiming to be the gentry merchants o f Shanghai, a new type o f identity 
seems to have appeared, and the problem for me is that it had not appeared with a new 
mentality or a new style o f doing business. What did this identity consist of? Where did 
it lead?
Business structure and political status
When the Shanghainese businessman began to identify his interest with Shanghai, he did 
so at a time when the relationship between centre and periphery in China was rapidly 
changing. The late Qing reforms from 1904 introduced the Merchants’ Law, the Company 
Law and the Chamber of Commerce Law. They brought an end to the official examination 
in 1905. And in the few years to come, the reforms overhauled the entire Chinese
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government, establishing for the first time in China the right o f the citizen to vote, even if 
not necessarily the right to choose his own chief minister. These were momentous changes 
in imperial China that led finally to its fall.17 The empire was succeeded in 1912 by a 
republic, and that confirmed, perhaps, the golden age o f business that had begun in 1900.
The Company Law made it possible to alter the structure o f Chinese business, just as the 
Merchants’ Law, the Chamber o f Commerce Law, the abolition o f the official examination 
and the institution o f election, made it possible to alter the status o f the merchant. From 
those reforms, China was propelled into modernity, for although the internal structuring of 
business did not see great changes, the relationship o f the businessman to the state was 
quite altered. The structuring o f business within society and the businessman’s political 
status were quite related.
What was the change that was brought about by the new legislation? No less than 
a fundamental overhaul o f the political regime. The process began shortly after the shock 
o f the Sino-Japanese War, in the incident known as the One Hundred Days o f Reform. 
Traditional wisdom on this incident follows the interpretation that the participant-recorder 
o f the event, Liang Qichao, wanted his readers to believe. According to Liang, the reformer 
Kang Yuwei had wanted to save China by introducing political reforms, and had in fact 
proceeded to do so with the support of the young emperor Guangxu. Those reforms were 
aborted when they were discovered by the arch-conservative Dowager Empress, who in 
what amounted to a coup d ’etat, deprived the emperor o f the real power to rule and 
beheaded six of Kang Yuwei’s supporters, while Kang and Liang escaped barely with their 
lives. The dramatic colours o f the incident have, since Liang published his account, made 
their way from academic works into popular literature. And one episode has stood out that 
has been very hard to explain. The reformer Kang Yuwei had made himself famous, before 
he was given any official appointment, when he led the examination candidates of 1895 in 
Beijing in protest against the inability o f the officialdom to deal with the crisis that the 
dynasty was facing. Thereafter, the senior official Weng Tonghe, who had been the young 
emperor’s tutor, took Kang Yuwei to the emperor, and there Kang received his 
appointment. Professor Luke Kwong, has shown, convincingly to my mind, that this direct 
petition to the throne never took place.18 But that, surely, was the first sign of the 
constitutional change that was to come to the Qing dynasty. Hitherto, the emperor had 
received petitions only from senior officials and his trusted servants. Uninvited direct 
access to the throne was unknown. Where, indeed, was the empire coming to if  commoners 
might approach the throne direct?
At the time Liang Qichao was writing, however, such a question would indeed have 
been troubling the Qing Court, and possibly no less a personage than the Empress 
Dowager. The events were complicated, and again Professor Luke Kwong’s succinct 
analysis gives us some guidance. Kang Yuwei, according to Professor Kwong, was not as 
central to the reformist regime as Liang Qichao had made out. One may detect a political 
vacuum at court at the demise o f Governor-General Li Hongzhang, who had taken the 
blame for China’s defeat in the Sino Japanese War, and senior court officials were possibly 
jostling for influence. Nor did the Empress Dowager necessarily find reforms in themselves 
as objectionable as Liang Qichao might have wanted his readers to believe: what had 
aroused her suspicion was the rumour that the reformers might have had the backing of 
foreigners.19 She was probably quite desperate when she had to turn to the village gangs 
known as the Boxers for support, and her loss of faith in the officialdom was well justified 
when the southern Governor-Generals declared their independence as Beijing came under 
foreign attack.20 The imperial court left Beijing to foreign military occupation and upon 
its return, it knew fully well its weaknesses had been exposed. The next few years o f Qing
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rule saw the imperial court, still very much under the control o f the Empress Dowager, 
making up for its weaknesses. It reformed the army, it produced the commercial legislation 
to satisfy the interests of foreigners, it raised taxes through extra impositions, and it was to 
proceed onto constitutional reform, so that popular representation would balance the 
influence o f its officialdom. A most decisive demonstration o f its willingness to change 
was the abolition o f the imperial examination. The imperial examination had, since the 
Ming dynasty, been the cornerstone of the Chinese status structure. Society was never to 
be the same again.
One cannot exaggerate the impact o f the crisis o f 1900 and the subsequent reform. 
The impact o f the reform was to alter quite fundamentally the organisation of Chinese 
society. Late Qing society had essentially incorporated various tenets which had been built 
into Ming dynasty government. The first Ming emperor, Taizu (r. 1368-1398), had 
inherited a status-oriented legal structure, whereby the population o f the realm had been 
demarcated by occupation or ethnic origin, and according to one’s legal status, corvee 
service had to be fulfilled. It is hard for us nowadays to imagine how these occupational 
statuses retained by the early Ming into the fifteenth century were put to practical use. By 
Ming law, the artisan households continued to provide service in the construction of the 
palaces, or at the imperial looms or the kilns, while the saltern household made salt, the 
military household provided soldiers, and only the civilian household, the minhu, provided 
no more than the usual run-around duties at the local magistrate’s office. It is well-known 
that such service was greatly abhorred by the early Ming population, and Professor Liu 
Zhiwei in Zhongshan University, Guangzhou, has shown why. The reason corvee service 
was not acceptable, was not only that no-one who could afford to pay money in lieu of 
service wanted the hard work, but also that the amount o f work that might be demanded out 
o f corvee service was essentially arbitrary. Throughout the first half of the Ming dynasty, 
the increasing supply o f monetary silver allowed a gradual move from arbitrary taxation 
demands towards systematic taxation. The famous Single-Whip Method, as systematic 
taxation came to be called, tied corvee service to land tax, so that a single sum was payable 
in silver that was calculated purely from land holding, even though payment in grain 
continued to be demanded o f some varieties o f land. This unified land tax, which was 
introduced gradually in the Ming and was systematically recorded in the early Qing in the 
Complete Book o f  Land and Labour Service (fuyi quanshu). A calculable tax-base became 
the mainstay of the fiscal strength o f the Qing dynasty, and until the collection o f land tax 
was disrupted by the Taiping Rebellion in the mid-nineteenth century, it was land tax that 
was the main component o f government taxation.21
Coupled with the evolution of a monetary economy and systematic taxation was the 
devolution o f household registration. The taxation system that was based on status 
demanded that service-providing households be registered, and an ingenious method was 
developed whereby this was done. The term lijia, by which the method was known, defies 
translation: households were registered in groups known as li and jia  and tax services 
rotated among them. Grossly misunderstood, the lijia has been interpreted as a measure 
enforced from above that was effective for a while in the early Ming and that then went into 
decline. Nothing could be further from the truth. The rotation o f duties for the sake of 
religious worship had been common among household groups, and what appeared as a legal 
requirement enforced from above required the recognition by the imperial government of 
liturgical arrangements that had long been accepted in the villages. Nor did the lijia go into 
decline. On the contrary, after its introduction primarily in the lower Yangzi in the early 
Ming it was extended to other parts o f China, but, as it was extended, corvee service was 
replaced by taxation in silver, and lijia registration survived only as a tax account even as
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liturgical rotation continued in territorial religious worship. As the lijia evolved, in the 
sixteenth century came the definitive change that gave Chinese society the character by 
which it was known to the student of modem Chinese society. That change was the rise 
o f the degree-holding lineage.
The importance o f the imperial examination to Chinese society is legendary. To 
appreciate the rise of the degree-holding lineage in the sixteenth century, it is necessary to 
realize that for most of the Yuan dynasty, no imperial examinations were held. In the early 
Ming therefore, there were few degree-holders. As examinations were held every few years 
from the early Ming as one might expect, the number o f degree-holders increased, the 
degree was slowly but surely devalued, and the universal standards encouraged by the 
examination gave rise to an ethos that placed a premium on the scholarship that was 
examined.22 It took time for the Ming scholarly literati to build up its consciousness, and 
in the Ming it weathered several crises as it did so. Land-holding, imperial recognition and 
local prestige had much to do with the final compromise that was worked out between the 
emperor and the literati. The literati tradition stressed the pre-eminence o f rituals in its 
relationship to the imperial regime, while the emperor stressed the need for loyalty, a 
quality that backfired on various occasions when the emperor himself might be construed 
as a usurper o f the throne. But it was upward mobility that eventually settled how society 
was to be ordered. The distinguishing quality o f the Ming aristocracy had, in the tradition 
o f the aristocracy of previous dynasties, been the legal prerogative to sacrifice to numerous 
generations o f ancestors in a building of a legally defined style known as a “family temple” 
(fiamiao). When the degree-holders emerged as a self-conscious status group, and as they 
imitated the rituals o f the aristocracy, the “family temple” had been spreading, even before 
the law was changed to permit it to spread to non-aristocratic households. When the law 
was eventually changed in the sixteenth century to allow officials to build “family 
temples”, the trend had been set whereby degree-holding households would compile written 
genealogies, hold land and conduct sacrifice to ancestors in a lineage “family temple”. In 
the same way as an aristocratic practice through upward social mobility seeped downwards 
into society lineage building around the “family temple” continued from the sixteenth into 
the eighteenth century. As the economy prospered, as wealth was accumulated and as more 
people sat the imperial examinations and were awarded degrees, the “family temples” 
became the accepted centres o f local society. By the eighteenth century “family temples” 
were found in most parts o f China. The grandest and largest number, understandably, 
being found in the wealthiest parts, as these were precisely the areas that also produced the 
largest number o f successes in the official examinations.23
By the sixteenth century, the essential ingredients o f what the twentieth century 
scholar might recognise as traditional Chinese society were in place. The Chinese state was 
ruled by an emperor, but he was supported by an officialdom. An examination governed 
entry into the officialdom, and the degree-holder or his surrogate, acted as the intermediary 
between the government and local society. The Western literature on Chinese history has 
referred to this go-between as the gentry class, even though holding a degree was probably 
less a class attribute and more a status. The shenshi, which the English word “gentry” has 
been used as a translation, was widely considered the social equivalent o f the official. Of 
course, no hard-and-fast rule determined the degree one must obtain in order to become 
shenshi; the more degrees one’s neighbours had already acquired, the higher must one’s 
own be in order to be noticeable. But if  in this way the shenshi in a very genuine sense 
became an elite, and preparation for as well as pursuit o f an official career its ostensible life 
style, one did not necessarily have to acquire a degree in order to share its status. Ancestral 
worship, the extended family, the ancestral hall, the maintenance o f family and lineage
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properties, ensured that elite status was accorded not only to the individual but also to the 
family, and by extension the lineage. This is why not all Chinese farmers were “peasants”; 
they were descendants o f senior officials and important scholars, and even if  they were 
illiterate, they would have been proud o f their lineage’s literati achievements.
Where did business and the merchant fit into all this? O f course, what China went 
through in the sixteenth centuiy amounted to a commercial revolution, the details o f which 
we may find in the literature that has been produced and reproduced on the theme known 
as the “sprouts of capitalism”.24 O f course, Chinese businessmen traded, the small ones in 
the local markets, those on a larger scale moving goods across geographic regions within 
China or across the seas, and the substantial players were the land developers on the river 
deltas, the financiers running pawn-shop chains, and the bidders at the government 
monopolies such as in the salt trade. However, not only did these businessmen operate 
under no law that guaranteed due process of arbitration, but many were also engaged in the 
types of trade that the law would have considered illegitimate. For evidence, one only has 
to turn to the many records describing “local strong men” (tuhao) and “salt smugglers” 
(yanxiao). Although trade was recognised as an independent sphere o f social activity, 
merchants, collectively, did not ever acquire the status o f an estate in the way degree- 
holders did. Custom and the inefficiency o f the imperial government to put the terms of its 
law into practice made the prospering o f business possible, but, understandably, 
businessmen trading under uncertain legality sought protection. And the providers of 
patronage were none other than degree-holders who succeeded in wielding influence within 
the government bureaucracy. This is why we see so many instances, from the mid-Ming 
onwards, o f the centrality of degree-holding in the establishment o f respectability. 
Successful merchants wanted degrees, for themselves or their sons, merchant guilds 
established guildhalls in the guise of examination hostels, and land developers built “family 
temples”, which established their literati status for all to see. Unlike the West, where 
intellectuals in support o f individualism stood up in the name o f “society” to hold their 
kings in check, in China, the literati in support o f the lineage stood up in the name o f ritual 
to stake out a claim for freedom of action. Ming and Qing China could not invent the 
business company; it made do with the lineage, with all its emphasis on the collective good, 
the literati image, and loyalty to the emperor.
And this is why the reforms o f the early years o f the 1900s were so important. By 
abolishing the examination, they abolished degree-holding; by instituting commercial 
legislation, they recognised the status o f the merchants; and by moving towards 
representative government, they freed local society for experimentation. The early modem 
China o f the Ming and Qing came to an end in 1905. The Revolution of 1911 was a 
consequence o f that.
THE EMERGENCE OF A SOCIAL CLASS
Nevertheless, social classes do not emerge overnight. M arx’s distinction between the 
emergence o f the conditions that make the class, and the emergence o f that much more 
intangible aspect o f class relation, its consciousness o f itself, is relevant here as elsewhere. 
The changes introduced in the early 1900s were for the most part, external to the formation 
o f a class o f merchants or financiers. After 1900, the businessman had gained his foothold 
o f political recognition and it would be tempting to argue that henceforth bourgeois 
institutions would emerge whereby bourgeois interests were served. Yet, if  one looks 
carefully at the evidence, the trends are often quite contradictory. Recent research on the 
chambers o f commerce from the last years o f the Qing to the 1920s, for instance, has shown
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merchants actively organising to press their interests. Professor William Rowe, looking at 
the evidence in Hankow in the 1880s found merchants standing up sufficiently to the 
demands that might be made on them by the government to warrant thinking that a “civil 
society” might have been found in China well before the late Qing reforms, while Professor 
Frederic Wakeman, looking at Shanghai in the 1930s, found the invidious hand o f the 
government so disruptive that he cautioned against a blanket use o f the term.25 I tend to 
believe that Chinese merchants had, since the Ming traded within patronage networks, and 
so I am not surprised there is some truth in both arguments, although, for my part, I would 
not care for thinking much about the existence or otherwise o f a “civil society” in China 
at all. The Chinese intellectual held his own in the face o f imperial authority not by 
appealing to the independence o f society from the state but to the time-honoured sanctity 
of rituals to which even the emperor must submit. It was not a social order but a ritual 
order that governed the limits o f authority in China; the emergence of a social order to take 
the place o f the ritual order was very much the essence of the historical change that came 
about in the early 1900s.
Nevertheless, I would concede that the constitutional changes after 1900 were so 
substantial that one might indeed begin to think about a new social structure in the making. 
I would stress the tentativeness of the changes o f the early 1900s, and the uncertainties that 
accompanied them. In the early 1900s, for instance, Westerners had good reasons to worry, 
not about the lack o f recognition for merchants, but for the law to grant them so much 
power that the courts might be unable to hold their own against Chinese mercantile 
interests. A.M. Kotenev, writing in 1925 about the Shanghai Mixed Court, noted in 
particular the authority of the Shanghai Chamber of Commerce in arbitration. The Chamber 
o f Commerce Law of 1904 had given the chambers o f commerce the power of arbitration, 
and the Bankruptcy Law of the same year (which was repealed in 1908) made them rather 
than the court the agencies for winding up proceedings. According to Kotenev, most courts 
continued to refer cases o f arbitration to the guilds rather than the chambers o f commerce, 
and in the Shanghai Mixed Court, where the magistrates did refer cases to the Shanghai 
Chamber o f Commerce, Westerners found the arrangement extremely unsatisfactory 
because its “methods for arriving at a decision by arbitration were not always above 
suspicion”.26 Only after the Revolution o f 1911, what Kotenev referred to as the “almost 
exclusive privilege” of the Chamber of Commerce in commercial arbitration foundered, for 
then the choice o f the arbitrator came to be left to the litigants.
Another incident that illustrates succinctly the growth of a mercantile interest, again 
with a foothold in a national stake, was the success o f the Shanghai share-holders o f the 
Bank o f China in standing up for their interests in 1916. As President Yuan Shikai was 
dying, the Chinese government ordered the Bank of China and the Bank o f Communication 
to stop payment in silver for notes they had issued. The Shanghai share-holders o f the 
Bank o f China, with the support o f the foreign exchange banks, decided to disregard the 
government order and to continue to honour the notes issued by the Shanghai branch. By 
this act o f defiance, the share-holders in Shanghai succeeded in stemming the rush on the 
Bank of China in Shanghai and held steady the paper currency issued in Shanghai even as 
the paper notes o f Beijing sharply depreciated. The Shanghai share-holders, thereby, 
demonstrated their independence from Beijing. However, as the North China Herald 
pointed out, this was really a triumph for foreign bankers, for not one native bank had 
helped the afflicted Chinese modem banks. The following taken from a letter written by 
a Chinese correspondent on behalf o f the Chinese bankers shows why:
It is true that ‘not one of the Chinese mercantile or financial corporations has lifted a finger
to help either o f the three afflicted banks’, but it is equally true that there was an order of
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moratorium from Peking and that the foreign banks or firms contemplating to finance these 
three banks found it necessary to protect themselves by obtaining the permission from their 
Ministers in Peking first. In view o f the order o f moratorium similar permission or 
protection by the Chinese government to the Chinese merchants was out o f the question, 
in fact with such an order in force, it might be interpreted by the Peking Government as 
a criminal offence to render any help to those banks against the effect o f the order.
With no protection or security for the support that the Chinese merchants might have 
given, but with every chance o f being charged with the offence o f violating the Cabinet 
Order from Peking and o f aiding and abetting the revolutionists (because it was generally 
believed that by moratorium the government meant to requisition the silver reserve of the 
banks for the payment o f its troops and for conducting a campaign against the South) —  
with all these difficulties in view, it is no wonder that ‘there is not a hint o f one copper 
cash being offered by the Chinese themselves to tide over difficulties’ and that ‘it is always 
the foreigner that has done the practical work’.27
An obvious shift had come about in the position of the Shanghai mercantile community in 
its victory over the central government. It had been a victory with more than a local 
connotation: the Shanghai financial market had it known that it would not answer to the 
beck and call o f the Beijang government and the message should be loud and clear that 
Shanghai was China’s financial centre working to its own rules. Yet, the foreign banking 
connection shows that it was not an independent financial centre. One might say that the 
Western influence gave safe haven, but might one not also argue that the safe haven had 
only been needed because the arms o f the central government extended up to but not into 
the boundaries o f the international settlement? Shanghai was unique, having been conferred 
its power by the concentration o f economic development, but the question that must be 
asked of whether the golden age o f the bourgeoisie that was restricted so much to Shanghai 
should be thought o f as a phenomenon representative o f all o f China. Indeed, one should 
ask how China tom between warlords could have produced very much o f a bourgeois 
golden age except in Western-protected Shanghai.
The obvious retort to this argument is that the emergence o f the bourgeoisie 
produced an impact on culture that went far beyond Shanghai. But this retort ignores the 
fact that the shifts in culture that followed 1900 were not bourgeois, but Chinese, and they 
applied not only to the rich, but, to a much greater extent, also to what appeared initially 
as the “petty bourgeoisie” (xiao shimin), a term which with reference to its subject matter 
could better be translated as the “common man”. Two points need be made with respect 
to this argument, and they were made recently in a doctoral thesis at Oxford by Henrietta 
Harrison.28 The first is that indeed social structure was changing in the early Republic, but 
the terminology that described the new society was not founded on class but on the concept 
o f the “constituency” (jie) which itself was founded on the imperial theory o f the “four 
people” (simin). The second is that the late Qing reforms, the 1911 Revolution and the 
political events o f the early years o f the Republic had brought about vast and rapid changes 
in rituals and manners that spread far and wide in Chinese society. Such changes had 
spread from the cities and their consequence was to produce a city-rural divide rather than 
a class divide. Let me elaborate on these two points just a little.
In my view, the two arguments are related, especially in the battleground of ideas 
that was the 1910s and 1920s. By the 1930s, the language o f class was settling in, but in 
the 1910s and 1920s it was the functional theory of social constituencies, the “jie”, and not 
the conflict theory o f social classes, that dominated political discourse. As Henrietta 
Harrison shows, the crowds that appeared in the marches o f the 1920s described themselves 
as the “students’ constituency”, “merchants’ constituency”, and even “women’s 
constituency”. The “merchants’ constituency” might have been organised by the guilds and
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the chambers o f commerce, but they were not necessarily any more bourgeois than the 
students. Not by any stretch o f imagination would one think that the May 4th was 
restricted to a class o f merchants and financiers, and the students o f Beijing University 
continued not only as activists but also as civil servants and teachers. Nor was it only the 
radical literature o f the May 4th that was produced in the presses o f Shanghai. The 
popularity o f the Mandarin-Duck-and-Butterfly literature continued until the generation 
trained in the classics was replaced by that trained in the post-1905 curriculum.29 The 
reforms in rituals and manners, that is to say, in hair-style, in dress codes, in body gestures, 
in the adoption o f new festivals and the Western calendar, in the use of national flags and 
songs, and in the respect paid to heroes and martyrs did not reflect a demarcation o f class, 
but the demarcation o f the Republican national. The various constituencies were 
components o f the Republican nation, and for this reason, represented the wholeness of the 
nation rather than conflict that might be reduced to ownership o f different means o f 
production.
The more rapid adoption of Republican rituals and manners in the cities than in the 
countryside resulted in an emphasis given to the city, and especially Shanghai, in the 
Republican image of state and society. Whereas Ming and Qing China would have 
promoted a view o f the realm that was governed by imperial control over registered 
households, most o f which were located in villages, the Republican view o f society was 
made up o f a state supported by its occupational constituencies, most of which were based 
in the larger cities. The Shanghai view o f Republican society created the image that the 
Shanghai businessmen made up the bourgeoisie o f China. Given time, there might even 
come into play a national bourgeoisie in which the Shanghainese businessmen played a 
central part. However, strong state control, war and then communism brought an end to 
the independence o f the Shanghai bourgeoisie. In reality, the Shanghai bourgeoisie did not 
ever become a Chinese bourgeoisie for there simply was not a Chinese bourgeoisie.
In the place o f a Chinese bourgeoisie, China saw many bourgeois classes. The 
splash in the 1910s and 1920s in Shanghai was magnified many times by the development 
o f separate bourgeoisies in Japanese-occupied Taiwan, post-1949 Hong Kong and Taiwan, 
and then post-1980 China.30 In the tradition o f the literati o f times past, they claim 
independence from the political realm, and in doing so might all in one way or another, 
subscribe to the May 4th ideal, but they had followed different destinies and argued for 
vastly different outcomes for a political China. The various Chinese bourgeoisies are 
characterised by differences as well as similarities, similar primarily in all thinking of 
themselves as being Chinese, and different in their tastes, habits, work styles, reactions to 
things Western and inclinations towards freedom of interference from the government. The 
day may come yet when China will be united under one bourgeoisie. It is fallacious to think 
that that happened at the end o f the Qing dynasty or the early years o f the Republic.
11
NOTES
1. Rhoads Murphey, The Treaty Ports and China's Modernisation, What Went 
Wrong? Michigan Papers in Chinese Studies, no. 7, Ann Arbor: Centre for Chinese 
Studies, University o f Michigan, 1970.
2. A long-standing tradition can be cited in the literature for this point o f view, but in 
recent years, its most prominent proponent is Marie-Claire Bergere, The Golden Age o f the 
Chinese Bourgeoisie 1911-1937, transl. by Janet Lloyd, Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 1986.
3. Recent titles on Shanghai have become a torrent. Among the most informative in 
English are Frederic E. Wakeman and Wen-hsin Yeh, eds., Shanghai Sojourners, Berkeley: 
Institute o f East Asian Studies, University of California Press, 1992; Frederic E. Wakeman, 
Policing Shanghai 1927-1937, Berkeley: University o f California Press, 1995; Emily 
Honig, Creating Chinese Ethnicity: Subei People in Shanghai 1850-1980, New Haven: 
Yale University Press, 1992; Christian Henriot, Shanghai, 1927-1937: Municipal power, 
Locality, and Modernization, transl. by Noél Castelino, Berkeley: University o f California 
Press, 1993; Bryna Goodman, Native Place, City, and Nation, Regional Networks and 
Identities in Shanghai, 1853-1937, Berkeley: University o f California Press, 1995. An 
equally active Chinese press has produced Zhang Zhongli, ed., Jindai Shanghai chengshi 
yanjiu (Studies o f Modern Shanghai City), Shanghai: Shanghai renmin 1990; Tang 
Chenchang and Shen Hengchun, eds., Shanghai shi (A history o f Shanghai), Shanghai: 
Shanghai renmin, 1989; Yu Shengmin, Shanghai 1862 nian (Shanghai, 1862), Shanghai: 
Shanghai renmin, 1991; Xu Dingxin and Qian Xiaoming, Shanghai zong shanghui shi 
(1902-1929) (The Shanghai Chinese General Chamber o f Commerce 1902-1929), 
Shanghai: Shanghai shehui kexueyuan chuban she, 1991.
4. See Linda Cooke Johnson ed., Cities o f Jiangnan in Late Imperial China, Albany: 
State University o f New York Press, 1993 for the Ming cities, and for an argument on 
urbanisation in the Song, see Mark Elvin, The Pattern o f the Chinese Past, Stanford: 
Stanford University Press, 1973, especially pp. 175-78.
5. Shao Xuncheng, “Yangwu yundong he Zhongguo zican jieji fazhan de guanxi 
wenti” (“The question o f the relationship between the Self-strengthening Movement and 
the development o f the capitalist class in China”), Xin jianshe 1963:3, and Shao Xuncheng, 
“Guanyu yangwu pai minyong qiye de xingzhi he daolu —  lun guandu shangban” (“On the 
nature and direction o f the pro-Westem faction’s civilian enterprise —  a discussion of 
official supervision and merchant management”), Xin jianshe 1964:1, both reprinted in 
Shao Xuncheng, Shao Xuncheng lishi lunwenji pp. 301-22 and 349-71.
6. Yan Zhongping, et. al., Zhongguo jindai jingjishi tongzhi ziliao xuanji (Selection of 
statistics in modem Chinese economic history), Beijing: Kexue chubanshe, 1957, pp. 134- 
5.
7. On Sheng Xuanhuai and the China Merchants’ Steam Navigation Co., see Albert 
Feuerwerker, China’s Early Industrailization, Sheng Hsuan-huai (1844-1916) and 
Mandarin Enterprise, Cambridge Mass: Harvard University Press, 1957, and Chi-Kong 
Lai, “Li Hung-chang and modem enterprise: the China Merchants’ Company, 1872-1885”, 
in Samuel C. Chu and Kwang-ching Liu eds., Li Hung-chang and China’s Early 
Modernization, Armonk: M.E. Sharpe, 1994, pp. 216-47, and “The Qing state and merchant 
enterprise: the China Merchants’ Company, 1872-1903”, in Jane Kate Leonard and John 
R. Watt eds., To Achieve Security and Wealth: the Qing Imperial State and the Economy,
12
1644-1911, Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1992, pp. 139-55.
8. On this fascinating case and the impact o f rubber shares on the Shanghai money 
market, see Andrea Lee McElderry, Shanghai Old-style Banks (ch ’ien-chuang) 1800-1935, 
Ann Arbor: Centre for Chinese Studies, University o f Michigan, 1976, pp. 97-9 and 105- 
23.
9. I have summarised the literature on this subject in David Faure, “Company law and 
the emergence o f the modem firm”, in Rajeswary Ampalavanar Brown, ed., Chinese 
Business Enterprise, First Edition, London: Routledge, 1996, vol. 4, pp. 263-81. The 
seminal contribution on Chinese investment between 1870 and 1895 is Wang Jingyu, 
“Shijiu shiji waiguo qinhua qiye zhong de huashang fugu huodong” (“Share-affiliation by 
Chinese merchants in foreign enterprises detrimental to China in the nineteenth century”), 
Lishi yanjiu 1965:4, reprinted in Huang Yiping, ed., Zhongguo jindai jingjishi lunwen 
xuan, Shanghai: Shanghai renmin, 1985, pp. 193-257.
10. Marie-Claire Bergere, op.cit., especially pp. 140-86.
11. Her fascinating biography has now been translated by Thomas L. Kennedy and 
Micki Kennedy, transls and eds., Testimony o f a Confucian Woman, the Autobiography of 
Mrs Nie Zeng Jifen, 1852-1942, Athens, Georgia: University o f Georgia Press, 1993. I 
discuss the business of the family in David Faure, “The control of equity in Chinese firms 
within the modem sector from the late Qing to the early Republic”, in Rajeswary 
Ampalavanar Brown, ed., Chinese Business Enterprise in Asia, London: Routledge, 1995, 
pp. 60-79.
12. William C. Kirby, “Chinese unincorporated company law and business enterprise 
in twentieth-century China”, Journal o f Asian Studies 54, 1995, pp. 43-63.
13. Xiong Yuezhi, “The image and identity o f the Shanghainese”, in Tao Tao Liu and 
David Faure, eds., Unity and Diversity: Local Cultures and Identities in China, Hong 
Kong: Hong Kong University Press, 1996, p. 104.
14. Mary Backus Rankin, Elite Activism and political Transformation in China, 
Zhejiang Province 1865-1911, Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1986.
15. Ma Min, Guanshang zhi jian, shehui jubian zhong de jindai shenshang (Between 
the official and the merchant, the modem gentry merchant in rapid social change), Tianjin: 
Tianjin renmin 1995, pp. 93-4.
16. David Faure, “What made Foshan a town? The evolution o f rural-urban identities 
in Ming-Qing China”, Late Imperial China (1990) 11:2, pp. 1-31.
17. Ma Min, op.cit., notices the very sharp changes introduced by these events, and in 
this respect differs from the Western literature on the growth of gentry power such as Mary 
Backus Rankin, op.cit.
18. Luke S.K. Kwong, A Mosaic o f the Hundred Days, Personalities, Politics, and 
Ideas o f1898, Camb. Mass: Council on East Asian Studies, Harvard University, 1984, pp. 
87-93; and Kong Xiangji, Wuxu weixin yundong xintan (A new study o f the reform 
movement in the Wuxu year), Changsha: Hunan Renmin chubanshe, 1988, pp. 1-40.
19. Luke S.K. Kwong, op.cit., pp. 201-13.
20. Xie Junmei, “ ’Dongnan hubao’ zai tantao”, (Another exploration into the 
‘Collective Pact o f the South and east’), Dang’an yu lishi, 1986:2, pp. 53-9.
21. The implications o f the single-whip method are discussed in Liang Fangzhong, 
“Yitiao bian fa” (The Single-whip method), Liang Fangzhong, Liang Fangzhong jingji 
lunwen ji, Beijing: Zhonghua, 1989 (first published in 1936), pp. 34-89. Liu Zhiwei spells 
out the implications of the imposition of fixed rates o f tax in the place o f arbitrary demands 
in Liu zhiwei, Zai guojia yu shehui zhi jian, Ming-Qing Guangdong lijia fuyi zhidu yanjiu 
(Between state and society, a study o f liiia tax and service in the Ming and Qing),
13
Guangzhou: Zhongshan daxue chubanshe, 1997.
22. What Max Weber said about the “levelling o f social difference” with the 
implementation o f a bureaucracy, and the impact on education, is highly applicable to Ming 
China. On this argument, see Max Weber, Economy and Society, transl. by Guenther Roth 
and Claus Wittich, Berkeley: University o f California Press, 1978, pp. 983-7 and 998-1001. 
On the early Ming, see John W. Dardess, Confucianism and Autocracy, professional Elites 
and the Founding o f the Ming Dynasty, Berkeley: University o f California Press, 1983.
23. This is very much a theme I have been studying. For a preliminary discussion, see 
David Faure, “The Emperor in the village, representing the state in south China”, in Joseph 
McDermott, ed., Court Ritual and Politics in China, Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press (forthcoming, expected 1998).
24. David Faure, China and Capitalism, Business Enterprise in Modem China, Hong 
Kong: Division o f Humanities, Hong Kong University o f Science and Technology, 1994, 
pp. 1-27.
25. William T. Rowe, “The public sphere in modem China”, Modern China, vol. 16, 
no. 3,1990, pp. 309-29; Frederic Wakeman, “The civil society and public sphere debate: 
Western reflections on Chinese political Culture”, Modern China, 19:2 (1993), pp. 108-38; 
Mary Backus Rankin, “Some observations on a Chinese public sphere”, Modern China, 
19:2 (1993, pp. 158-82.
26. A.M. Kotenev, Shanghai; Its Mixed Court and Council, Shanghai: North China 
Daily News and Herald Ltd., 1925, pp. 253-57.
27. North China Herald, 27 May 1916. On the moratorium, see Ray Ovid Hall, The 
Chinese National Banks, from their Founding to the Moratorium, Berlin, 1921. The 
citations are taken from North China Herald, 20 May 1916.
28. Henrietta Harrison, “State ceremonies and political symbolism in China, 1911- 
1929”, D.Phil. Thesis, University o f Oxford, 1996.
29. E. Perry Link, Mandarin Ducks and Butterflies: Popular Fiction in Early 
Twentieth-Century Chinese Cities, Berkeley: University o f California Press, 1981.
30. Hsin-huang Michael Hsiao, “Discovering East Asian middle classes: formation, 
differentiation and politics”, in Hsin-huang Michael Hsiao, ed., Discovery o f the Middle 
Classes in East Asia, Taipei: Institute o f Ethnology, Academia Sinica, 1993, p. 1-22.
14
APPENDIX
*15 A ugust 1996 D r D avid Faure, 
O xford U niversity
“The C hinese bourgeoisie 
reconsidered: business structure, 
political status and the em ergence o f  
a social class”
16 A ugust 1996 D r Choi C hi-cheung, 
H ong K ong 
U niversity o f  Science 
& Technology
“Lineage and business in 
southeastern  China: a case study o f  
the K intyelung com pany, 1850- 
1990”
22 A ugust 1996 P ro f W illiam  K irby, 
H arvard U niversity
“B usiness, Law  and Politics in the 
M aking o f  the M odem  Chinese 
C orporation”
*28 A ugust 1996 P ro f W ang Yeh- 
chien, A cadem ia 
Sinica
“Econom ic D epression in  Early 19th 
C entury”
29 August 1996 A ssoc P ro f Tim  
W right, M urdoch 
U niversity
“B usiness R isk and Political R isk in 
the C hinese C oal Industry D uring 
the 1920s and 1930s: The 
Experience o f  the Zhongxing 
C om pany”
29 A ugust 1996 D r Po-Y in Chung 
H ong K ong B aptist 
U niversity
“Siyi M erchants in  H ong K ong and 
their insurance business in South 
C hina”
30 A ugust 1996 P ro f Robert Gardella, 
US M erchant M arine 
A cadem y
“Perspective and Problem s in 
C hinese A ccounting H istory  in  the 
Tw entieth  C entury”
5 Septem ber 1996 P ro f Takeshi 
H am ashita, Tokyo 
U niversity
“H.K . B ank B ranch System  & 
O verseas C hinese Business 
N etw orks, 19-20 C enturies”
*19 Septem ber 
1996
P ro f Ho H on-w ai 
A cadem ia Sinica
“G am bling O perations in  Late 
C h ’ing K w angtung”
10 O ctober 1996 P ro f K .C. Liu 
U niv  o f  C alifornia
“C ultural Perspectives on Chinese 
B usiness D evelopm ent”
11 O ctober 1996 P ro f M alcolm  Falkus 
Univ. o f  N ew  
England
“Sino-Thai B usiness G roup”
25 O ctober 
1996
A ssoc P ro f M aria 
Tam
C hinese U niv  o f  
H ong K ong
“Y um cha in H ong Kong: 
C onstm cted  and C ontested 
Identities”
11 A pril 1997 D r C onstance Lever- 
Tracy, Flinders Univ. 
o f  South A ustralia
“The D ragon and R ising Sun: 
Japanese Corporations and D iaspora 
Chinese Capitalism: W ho’s W inning 
O ut?”
15
11 A pril 1997 D r C hristine Inglis, 
Univ. o f  Sydney
“The E conom ic V alues and 
Perceptions o f  R ecent Chinese 
Im m igrants to Australia: 
Im plications for D evelopm ent o f  
Trade and B usiness T ies”
18 A pril 1997 P ro f Peter Li, Univ. 
o f  Saskatchew an, 
Canada
“T ransplanted C ultural Thesis and 
B locked  M obility  Thesis 
Reconsidered: Chinese Business and 
Investm ent in  C anada”
31 Ju ly  1997 P ro f Philip K uhn 
H arvard U niversity
“C hina in  the H istory  o f  Chinese 
O verseas”
11 A ugust 1997 D r Paul C.K. K wong, 
C ity Univ. o f  H ong 
K ong
“Science &  State: Em ergence o f  
M odem  Ideologies in  China, 1897- 
1997”
29 A ugust 1997 M r C layton B redt “M ing-C h’ing Econom ic History: 
R esearch Possib ilities”
12 Septem ber 1997 D r L iew  Leong, 
G riffith U niversity
“The C hinese Econom y in 
Transition: From  P lan  to M arket”
10 O ctober 1997 P ro f Carl Trocki, 
Q ueensland 
U niversity  o f  
Technology
“O pium  Farm ing in  19th Century 
Singapore”
29 O ctober 1997 D r M ike G odley, 
H istory, M onash 
U niversity
“H istorical Perspectives on Overseas 
C hinese B usiness”
16 M arch 1998 P ro f Sherm an 
Cochran, C ornell 
U niversity
“The M arketing o f  M edicine and the 
Spread o f  C onsum er Culture in Asia: 
H u W enhu’s O verseas Chinese 
Em pire, 1900-1950”
1 M ay 1998 A ssoc P ro f Tuan 
N uyen, Philosophy, 
U niv o f  Q ueensland
“C hinese Philosophy and W estern 
C apitalism ”
8 M ay 1998 P ro f B in  W ong, U niv 
o f  C alifornia
“The A sian Trading W orld: Between 
M erchant and A grarian  Em pires”
22 M ay 1998 M r John W eik, 
H istory, Univ. o f  
Q ueensland
“Technological T ransform ation o f  
M odem  Japan”
29 M ay 1998 P ro f A nthony Reid, 
R esearch School o f  
Pacific and A sian 
Studies, A ustralian 
N ational U niversity
“Surviving the Indonesian Crisis: 
The Chinese as ‘essential outsiders’”
29 M ay 1998 A ssoc P ro f Y en 
Ching-hw ang, U niv 
o f  A delaide
“Ethnic C hinese B usiness N etw ork 
in  East and Southeast A sia”
5 June 1998 P ro f W ang G ungw u, 
Form er VC o f  U niv 
o f  H ong K ong
“O verseas C hinese Trade, Business 
N etw orks and M igration”
16
22 O ctober 1998 D r Jagdish  Raj “Im pact o f  B ritish  R ule on Indian 
Econom y”
30 O ctober 1998 P ro f Chen Zhengping 
CASS
“The State o f  the A rts o f  C hinese 
E conom ic H istory  in  the PR C ”
25 February  1999 D r L ily  Sui-Fong 
Sung
“The C hinese C om m unity  in 
H aw aii”
19 M arch 1999 P ro f H o Peng Yoke, 
D irector, The Joseph 
N eedham  Institute, 
Cam bridge 
U niversity
“C hinese M agic Squares”
22 A pril 1999 D r K evin B ucknall, 
G riffith  U niversity
“D oing  B usiness in  C hina”
7 M ay 1999 D r B ev K itching, 
Q ueensland 
U niversity  o f  
Technology
“W om en in B usiness in 
C ontem porary  C hina”
21 M ay 1999 A ssoc P ro f Law rence 
C rism an, G riffith 
U niversity
“GIS and the study o f  Chinese 
B usiness”
28 M ay 1999 D r M ichael Kean, 
G riffith  U niversity
“The B usiness o f  C ulture in  China: 
A n exam ination o f , C h ina’s 
industries and som e im plications for 
trade in  services”
4 June 1999 D r M orris Low, 
A sian Studies, The 
U niversity  o f  
Q ueensland
“Science, Technology and Society in 
C ontem porary  Japan”
10 June 1999 D r C hi-K ong Lai, 
H istory, The U niv  o f  
Q ueensland
“The C hina M erchan ts’ Steam  
N avigation  C om pany in  Late 19th 
and E arly  20th C enturies”
6 A ugust 1999 D avid  Tite, H istory, 
The U niversity  o f  
Q ueensland
“Beggars Banquet or Feast for Fools: 
The Japanese E conom y in the 
K orean W ar Period”
20 A ugust 1999 D r Rosem ary Roberts 
and Joy M archant, 
A sian  Studies, The 
U niversity  o f  
Q ueensland
“The Prostitu tion  in  A rchetypes and 
their C ultural O rigins”
10 Septem ber 1999 D r O rville R. Butler, 
School o f  
M anagem ent, B ond 
U niversity
“A n A m erican F irm  Abroad: 
W estern  E lectrics A dventures in 
A sia”
16 Septem ber 1999 M alhar N abar, 
School o f  Econom ics 
and Finance, QU T
‘The O rigins o f  Ind ia ’s Experim ent 
in  State Form ation  -  Congress, 
B usiness, and the Search for the 
Centre, 1944-1950”
17
8 October 1999 Dr David Schak, 
Asian Studies, 
Griffith University
“Reconsidering Chinese Business 
Culture: A Critique”
14 October 1999 Rachelle Allen, 
Asian Studies, 
Griffith University
“Taiwanese Perceptions of 
Australian Business”
15 October 1999 Scott Waldron, 
School of Natural 
and Rural Systems 
Management, The 
Univ of Queensland
“Government, business, cooperatives 
and farmers: changing roles in 
Chinese agricultural development”





Director of Griffith 
Asia Pacific Council, 
The University of 
Queensland Public 
Lecture
“In Search of Suharto”
* Available from the Asian Business History Centre
18
D
R DAVID FAURE, University Lecturer in Modem 
Chinese History and Fellow of St Antony’s College at 
the University of Oxford. He was Professor of 
History and of East Asian languages and Culture at The 
University of Indiana, and Visiting Professor of History at the 
University of California, Los Angeles and at the University of 
Hong Kong. His publications include: The Structure of 
Chinese Rural Society (Oxford University Press, 1986), and The 
Rural Economy o f Pre-liberation China: Trade Increase and 
Peasant Livelihood in Jiangsu and Guangdong, 1870- 1937 
(Oxford University Press, 1989).
CO-EDITORS
Chi-Kong Lai (History, The University of Queensland)
ASSOCIATE EDITOR
David Faure (Oxford University)
ASSISTANT EDITOR
Suzanne Lewis (History, The University of Queensland)
EDITORIAL BOARD
Tim Wright (Asian Studies, Murdoch University)
David Pong (History, University of Delaware)
Carl Trocki (QUT)
David Schak (Griffith)
Shen Zuwei (Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences)
Joseph Chai (Economics, The University of Queensland)
David Ip (Sociology, The University of Queensland)
Marion Diamond (History, The University of Queensland)
John Weik (History, The University of Queensland)
Albert Feuerwerker (History, University of Michigan)
Linsun Cheng (History, University of Massachusetts, Dartmouth) Wellington Chan 
(History, Occidental College)
Robert Cribb (History, The University of Queensland)
William Kirby (History, Harvard)
Parks M. Coble (History, University of Nebraska)
Madeleine Zelin (East Asian Studies, Columbia)
Andrea McElderry (History, University of Louisville)
Robert Gardella (Humanities, US Merchant Marine Academy)
Mark Elvin (ANU)
Man Bun Kwan (History, University of Cincinnati)
Choi Chi-Cheung (Hong Kong University of Science and Technology) Helen 
Dunstan (Chinese Studies, Sydney University)
Sherman Cochran (History, Cornell)
Hans Hendrischke (Chinese and Indonesian, University of New South Wales)
January 2000
ISBN 1864990457
Published by the Asian Business History Centre 
The University of Queensland
